




































































1996 Legislation

During last year’s session, the Legislature
passed amendments to the Landfill Cleanup
Act and Waste Management Act that affect the
Program.

Insurance Recovery Act

The Landfill Cleanup Act directed the Attorney
General’s Office (AG) to conduct a wide-
ranging evaluation of the insurance buy-out
program created in the 1994 Act. The AG
reported on this evaluation of the buy-out
program in its “Report on Insurance Recovery
under the Landfill Cleanup Act” in January
1996. This report indicated the buy-out
program was not adequate to address the
concems of the insurance industry or the needs
of the state. Based on the findings in the report
and the recommendations of the insurance
industry, new insurance recovery legislation
(Minn. Stat. ch. 115B.441 - 115B.445) was
enacted on March 26, 1996. The Legislature
always intended that the insurance recovery be
an integral part of the Program’s funding,

The new insurance recovery legislation directs
the MPCA and the AG to gather insurance-
policy information relating to businesses which
disposed of waste at the 106 qualified landfills
in the Program. This policy information, in
conjunction with past, present and future costs
(estimated by the MPCA), would be used to
make settlement offers to individual insurance
carriers. The Act also gives the AG authonity
to initiate a “state action” against those carriers
who have not reached settlement agreements
with the state.

On May 24, 1596, the AG and MPCA
identified 10 landfills for which the MPCA
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intends to gather insurance-policy information:
Dakhue, East Bethel, Hopkins, Kummer, Qak
Grove, Olmsted County, Red Rock, St.
Augusta, Washington County, and WDE.
These 10 landfills are a subset of the 15
landfills the AG used in the investigations it
conducted last year in preparing for the report.

The MPCA and AG staff will be sending an
average of 200 requests for information (RFI)
to owners, operators, haulers and other
businesses (waste generators) associated with
each of the 10 landfills. The disposal and
insurance information provided from these
RFIs will be entered into a database to assist in
developing carrier, and policy cost, and
allocation estimates, and in preparing
settlement offers to individual insurance
carriers. A list of approximately nine aaditional
qualified landfills will be developed by the end
of 1996. Information on these 19 landfills,
representing 60 percent of the estimated total
cost of the Program, will allow insurance
carriers and the MPCA to negotiate “global”
settlements for all 106 qualified landfills.

The MPCA is currently identifying all past,
present and future Program costs associated
with the 106 qualified landfills. Past cos::
include all reimbursements (including MPCA
payments to EPA) and expe.diture of
Metropolitan Landfill Contingency Action
Trust dollars. Present and future program
costs will include actual or estiniated closure,
postclosure and contingency action dollars, as
well as anticipated operational costs of the
program over the next 50 years. A duration of
50 years was selected because the MPCA
anticipates operating active gas-extraction
systems at landfills for up to S0 years, and the
State is accepting long-term care of these
landfills in perpetuity.
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In conjunction with the RFI and cost-estimation
activities, the MPCA and the AG are meeting
with approximately 15 larger insurance-carrier
groups to: 1) advise the carrier’s of the
legislation, 2) determine a carrier’s interest in
proactively seeking settlement with the state,
and 3) address specific concemns these carriers
may have regarding the information-collection
and settlement process. (Larger carriers are
those with larger amounts of insurance
coverage or greater numbers of policies written
for qualified landfills.) The approximately 97
smaller carrier groups currently determined to
be associated with the qualified landfills are
being notified and informed of their
responsibilities through letters and telephone
contact. To date, approximately 480 individual
carriers have been identified at 15 landfills.

The MPCA and the AG either jointly or
separately, have issued several press releases
info-ming businesses and insurance carriers of
the new insurance recovery legislation. This
information is crucial to enabling the business
community in Minnesota to realize the benefits
provided them by contributions from the
insurance industry to the Program. Complete
policy information will allow the MPCA and
AG to negotiate as complete and equitable a
settlement possible.

By early 1997, the MPCA estimates it will
receive information from more than 8,000
businesses concerning 50,000 to 80,000
general-liability and excess insurance policies.
The MPCA anticipates that several small
carriers, based on this information, will
conclude settlement negotiations and reach
settlement agreements with the MPCA by early
1997.

The MPCA also anticipates that one or two
larger carriers will enter into final settlement
negotiations with MPCA by the middle of
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1997. These negotiations probably will be
lengthy because of the number and complexity
of the policies. Many factors, such as policy
terms (i.e., qualified pollution exclusions), case
law, and types of coverage, must be considered
in developing a settlement offer for an
individual insurance carrier.

The insurance study database contains the
current and projected status of the data-
collection process. Each entry contains the
necessary associated information, such as,
“insurance policy totals” (policy numbers, type
of policy, coverage dates, issuing insurance
carners, policy limits, exclusions) and other
pertinent information. The following table
summarizes the status of the insurance study
database as of July 26, 1996.

Table 6: Insurance Study Database Summary

Current | Projected
Generator Entries Entries
Insurance Group Total 112 112
Insurance Carrier Total 480 480
Insurance Policy Total | 17,761 80,000
Qualified Landfills 106 106
Targeted Landfills 15 19
Estimated PIPs* 3,364 8,000
Disposal Date Totals 3,300 10,000
Waste Types Identified 225 225
Hauler/Arranger Total 319 450

*Potential Insured Policyholder

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency




21

Benton County eimbursement

During the 1996 session, the Legislature
passed an amendment 1o the Waste
Management Act that appropriated $737,500
in bond proceeds available in the Program (o
repay Benton County for expenses they
incurred as part of clean-up activities at the
Greater Morrison Sanitary Landfill. The law
did not increase the original $90 million
bonding authorization, nor did it allow payment
out of fee revenues.

This difficult situation arose out of events
beginning in the early 1970s, when the
municipalities in Benton County joined
Morrison County governments in the operation
of a sanitary landfill near Little Falls. During
the 1980’s, the municipalities dropped out of
the landfill board, leaving control to Morrison
County. Morrison County later sued Benton
County municipalities for a share of the clean-
up costs. In May 1994, the municipalities of
Benton County settled, agreeing to pay $1.47
million to Morrison County. This money came
from a combination of Benton County solid-
waste bonds and cash payments from the
municipalities.

Following this settlement, the Closed Landfill
Program was created, offering opportunities for
reimbursement of past clean-up costs at
qualified landfills. However, Morrison County
declined to close its landfill and did not qualify
to participate in the new program. Because this
situation is unique among landfills in the state,
and because the payment proposed in the
amendment involved bond proceeds rather than
solid-waste fee revenues, the MPCA did not
oppose the amendment even though it involved
costs at an open landfill rather than a fully
closed landfill.
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The MPCA, the Attorney General and
Department of Finance have been working with
the Benton County municipalities on an
agreement between the state and the county to
pay the amount appropriated in the 1996
legislation. If this is accomplished, the first
payments will be made in FY97. These state
payments are expected to continue on an
annual basis until the Benton County solid
waste bonds are fully paid in 2003 or 2005.
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What’s Ahead:
FY97 and Beyond

The Program’s accomplichments will evolve
over time. As we complete tasks, new tasks,
like land-management plans, will be
undertaken. Construcuon and/or cleanup will
continue followed by long-term operation and
maintenance.

MPCA Program Activity Changes
To date, MPCA staff has spent a significant
amount of time preparing and negotiating
Binding Agreements and Reimbursement
Agreements and developing contracts for
implementation of construction, field and

Figure 5: Program Activity Chart
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maintenance work at the iandfills. With the
completion of many of these activities, there
has been a gradual shift of staff resources to
implementation of landfill cleanups and
postclosure care work. The MPCA anticipates
that this shift will be completed within the next
fiscal year, as remaining Binding Agreements
are signed and Notices of Compliance issued.
The major future administrative work activity
remaining for staff will be to develop land-
management plans for each of the 106 qualified
landfills. The purpose of these legislatively
mandated plans, which will incorporate local
community concemns, is to avoid creating future
health and safety risks from activities at and
around the individual lancfills.

The following figure illustrates the Program’s
shift in activities over time.
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Future Construction

There are five types of major contract
expenditures in the Program: 1) design and
construction, 2) sampling and analysis,

3) general O&M, 4) O&M of active gas and
water-treatment systems, and 5) drilling of
wells and gas vents.

Based on current progress for landfill design
and construction, the MPCA should be able to
complete all “A” and “B” priority classifications
by the end of the year 2000. The MPCA
projects that an additional two years may be
needed for construction at “C’ and “D” pnionity
landfills. Construction at these lower priority
lanidfills may be required if monitoring shows
gas or ground-water problems. (Classification,
priority and definitions are provided in
Appendix 1))

Guidelines are being estatlished for sampling
and analysis results which will trigger reduced
sampling requirements at landfills. A reduction
of sampling will be possible when sampling
trends demonstrate compliance "wvth ground-
water standards and decreasing levels of
contamination.

The MPCA anuicipates design and/or
construction in FY97 for the following seven
landfills: Battle Lake, Crosby, Freeway,
Kummer, Leech Lake, Lindala and Mankato.
Other iandfills under consideration are:
McKinley (move to East Mesaba) and
Koochiching County.

Land Management Pians

Land management at landfills currently in the
Program is being addressed through the
conditions and restrictions included in Binding
Agreements. Landfills that have signed
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Binding Agreements are generally restricted
from having buildings constructed on or
adjacent to them, and in some cases, public
access is controlled. These restrictions are
especially important at landfills where active
gas-extraction and/or ground-water treatment
systems have been installed.

Because the first years of the Program require a
significantly larger work load of administrative
and construction tasks, land-management plans
will be addressed as more landfills are closed
and construction activities end. MPCA staff,
however, is taking advantage of existing
opportunities to develop land-management
plans with private landowners, municipalities,
counties and other agencies and organizations.

The challenge will be to devise land-
management plans that meet the needs of
interested parties, protect public health and
environment, and protect the state’s investment
in closure and remediation of the landfill.
Land-management plans for landfills are
expected to range from the preservation of
open or green space to recreation areas such as
golf courses and hiking trails.

FY97 Program Objectives and
Funding

The MPCA anticipates that future staff efforts
will focus on four major areas:

W completior: of Binding Agreements;

W jssuance of Notices of Compliance;

B reimbursement to various eligible
parties; and

B construction, cleanup and postclosure
activities at qualified landfills.

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
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In FY97, the MPCA will continue working on
finalizing Binding Agreements, issuing Notices
and reimbursing the maximum annual amount
allowable ($7 million) to eligible parties. In
addition, in FY97, the state anticipates a
significant cost-recovery payment to EPA of
approximately $800,000.

As the lanuiills are issued Notices and
reimbursement and contractual obligations are
better understood, the state is better able to
evaluate the scope of overall obligations
encompassed by the Program. The information
gained by past cleanup, construction and
postclosure care is useful in estimating future
program activities and expenditures. This
information, coupled with known
commitments, has allowed MPCA staff to
establish a program expenditure and obligation
table that has been provided to the Department
of Finance (Appendix 3). At the end of FY96,
state obligations totaled $152.3 million. The
MPCA anticipates that at the end of FY97
those obligations will increase significantly as
additional landfills become the state’s
responsibility. While these obligation numbers
involve some uncertainty given the nature of
forecasting future work and estimating costs,
they give the state some basis for
understanding long-term funding requirements.

Funding for the program in FY97 and beyond
will continue to consist of fee dollars, bond
dollars for public construction projects and
some transfer of financial assurance funds.
The MPCA also anticipates that insurance
recovery dollars may also become available by
the end of FY97. However, it must be
recognized that fee dollars, which provide the
bulk of the funding for the Program, are not
sensitive to inflation. In addition, fee
“surpluses” that are reflected in this annual
report do not reflect future obligations.

Landfill Report 1996

Because of outstanding obligations and the
Report due date, final fiscal numbers and total
staff costs for Report preparation are not
available. As aresult, a FY97 Legislative
Initiative has been proposed to extend the
Report submitte! date until after fiscal accounts
are closed and the information is made
available.
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Appendix 1: 106 Closed Landfills Priority List Update

July 1996
Prierity [
Landfill Clanification Score Acres County
Adams D 9 3 |Mower
Aitkin B 7 7 Aitkin
Albert Lea D 25 27 {Frecborn
Anderson Scbheka B L 4 Wadena
Anoka Municipal D 24 N Ancka
|Basnesvilic (3 1 4 Wilkin
[Battle Lake B 19 8 jOtter Tail
[Becker A 29 33 1Becker
[Benson D 3 il Swift
ig Stone C 22 1 {Big Stonc

%ﬂmm C 2 s St Louis
[Bueckers | D 4 17 Stcarns
[Bueckers 2 D 0 0 Stcarns
[Cartion Co 2 D s 30 [Carlton
[Cariton Co South B 10 7 [Cariton
[Cass Longvilic D s 4 |Cass
[Cass Walker D 2 10 [Cass
IChippewa D 38 18 {Chippewa
[Cook Area C 4 ] St Louis
[Cotton Arca B 4 6 S1 Louis
[Crosby B 16 [} [Crow Wing
[Crosby American D 2 37 {Dakota
[Dakhue D 8 b2 |Dakota
y D 30 u [Dodge

Bethel B 47 38 Anoka
[East Mcsaba D 18 20 St Lowss
[Eighty Acre B 15 4 |Beltrany
[Faribault B 43 23 |Fanibault
[Fimty Lakes C 7 4 |Crow Wing
[Floodwood C [ 6 St Louis
[Flving Cloud C 12 106 |Hennepin
[Frecway B 100 138 {Dakota
{French Lake A 30 6 Wiright
[Geislers B 7 6 Winona
[Gofer C W 34 Martin
[Goodhue Co-Op C 11 6 {Goodhue
|Grand Rapids D s 30 |iasca
[Greenbush B s 3 |Roscau
{Hansea C 14 15 |Bluc Earth
{Hibbing D 7 30 St Louis
[Hickory Grove C 3 ) Aitkin
mn C 2 ] St Louis

i A 17 26 Henncpin
fHouston B 29 6 |Houston




Appendix 1: 106 Closed Landfills Priority List Update

July 1996
Prierity m
Landfil Classificaion Scere Acres
[Hoyt Lakes C 3 10 St Louis
[Hudson C 5 15 St Louis
jiron Range C 4 9 [itasca
Jisonwood C 14 13 |Filimore
[isanti/Chisago A 13 22 isanti
Packson C 6 19 ~ [Jackson
Pohnson Bros C 11 28 Anoka
Karistad C 4 4 IKittson
Kiltian B s 9 Todd
IKluver B 15 i8 [Douglas
ichi B 24 35 [Koochiching
[Korf Bros B 21 25 |Pine
[Kumsmer B 16 X) |Belrami
[La Grand C 6 s |Douglas
JLake Co C 15 39 |Lake
[Lake Of The Woods C 8 15 |Lake Of The Woods
[Land Investors B ? 3 |Benton
[Lecch Lake B 19 17 Hubbard
[Lincoln D 2 ] JLincola
[Lindala B 3s 13 Wri
[Lindenfeiscr B 19 s Wright
E::x D 7 2 Todd
isvi B [ s7 Scott
Mahnomen C 0 6 |Mahnomen
Mankato B 19 14 |Bluc Earth
Maric D 2% 21 [Cass
[Mckinley C 4 3 St Louis
Mecker D 3 28 |Mecker
[Milic Lacs B 12 s [Miille Lacs
[Minn Sanitation B 20 7 |Le Sucur
Murray C 103 10 IMurray
[Northome D 3 6 i
[Northwest Angle B 2 2 [Lake Of The Woods
[Northwoods B s 12 St Louis
[Oak Grove A 41 S0 Anoka
[Oimsted C 13 [7] {Olmsted
o B s [; St Louis
[Paynesville A 34 13 Stearns
[Pickent A 24 9 |Hubbard
[Pine Lane B 20 40 {Chisago
[Pipestone C 11 20 |Pipestonc
Mod D 0 1 St Louis
Rock A 108 3$ |Mower




Appendix 1: 106 Closed Landfills Priority List Update

July 19%6
Prierity Scere Fill Acres

| Lasdfil = | Clamificsion County
[Redwood B 20 32 Redwood
[Rock C 16 17 Rock

Salol B 26 30 |Roseau
Sauk Centre C 8 7 Stcarns
[Sibley C 7 13 Sibley
St Augusia B 22 30 Stcarns
[Stevens B 30 16 Stevens
Sun Prairie D 22 20 |Le Sucur
Teilijohn B 34 28 |Le Sucur
Vermillion Dam D 0 1 St Louis
Vermillion Mod C 3 7 St Louis
Wabasha B 14 8 Wabasha
Wadena B 25 | § 3 Wadena
[Waseca D 10 16 Waseca
Washingion Co A 27 38 Washington
|Waste Dispsal Eng B 117 70 Anoka
{Watonwan C 50 19 Watorwan
[Woodiake C 8 2 |Heancpin
Yellow Mediciac C 2 22 [ Yellow Modicine

Classification A Pose immediate public health andior eovironmental threat.

Classification B Posc no mmediate public health or environmental threat but
require remedsation to control gas sugration, ground-waicr contamination, and/or to
correct a severcly inadequate or noacastent cover  Also included are sites where waste
may be relocated to another closed site

Classification C Posc no wmmediate public health or cnvironmental threat, but lack
a cover that meets current MPCA standards  These sites may necd nunor repair of
installation of gas vents and mas be upgraded 1o current closure standards

Classification D Currently pose no threat 1o public health or the emvironment and.
in most cascs. mect cuzrent standards for closure

In the future. another classification (Classification E) nugh be appropnate for those
landfills where waste has been removed and no ground-watcr contamination is
documented at the landfills



Appendix 2: Construction Site Summaries

Landfill Landfill Construction Design & [Construction|
Classifi- Activities Qversight! Contractor | Completion
Costs’ Costs' Datc
ker County Install active gas system 179,166 De -46
install enclosed flare
IBueckers #1 and #2 {Move 33,000 cy from #2 143,000f 1,143,090 Oc:-96
IConstruct 17 acre cover at #1
Install passive gas vents
[French Lake IMove farm buildings 125,000 566,000] Nov-96
IConstruct 7 acre cover
Install passive gas system
County Move 39,000 cy to Roscau MPCA 550,000, Jun-96
[Hopkins Install active gas system 202,000 713,000(  Aug-96
Install enclosed flare
JHouston County {Construct 6 acres of cover 64.174 Nov-97
{Install passive gas system
Jisanti/Chisago Counties {Hydro Study 196,000 544,000 Nov-95
|Construct wetland for
ltreatment system
[Korf [Construct 20 acre cover 83,709]  1,794,000{ Nov-96
Install passive gas system
[Paynesvillc Construct 13 acre cover 109,000 788,000; Oct-96
Install passive gas vents
JPickett iConstruct 10 acre cover 134,000 1,159,000 Aug-96
Install passive gas vents
JPipestone/Lincoin Counties {Move 68,000 cy from Lincoln 175,000 692,000] Sep-96
iConstruct 10 acre cover
Install passive gas vents
Red Rock/Adams Move 42,000 cy from Adams 433,000  3,795,000] Nov-96
Construct 35 acre cover
Install passive gas vents
St. Augusta/Land Investors iMove Land Investors 119,000 Dec-96
Construct 30 acres of cover
Install passive gas system
Wadena Remove barrels 142,000 1,049,000 Nov-96
Construct 15 acre cover
Install passive gas system
Washington County Construct 38 acre cover 300,000 3,157.000] Nov-96
Instali active gas system
Install enclosed flare
Yellow Medicine® County Assist County in closure via 50,000 Oct-96
contractor oversight

V'Costs are money which have been authorized for the landfill project (actual costs maybe different).
*Yellow Medicine is a County project with State assistance.




Appendix 3: Future Financial Obligations for the Closed Landfill Program as of July 1, 1996

Obligations (Millions of §)
Landfill Binding NOC Date Unpaid Closure/ | Post -Closure3| Contingency |  Total
Agreement Reimbursement | Upgrade Action Obligations
Date to R¥s & EPA

Adams 7-Sep-95 19-Apr-96 0.188 0.217 0.030 0.434
Aitkin Area 0.000
Albert Lea 0.000
Anderson-Sebeka 0.000
Anoka (WMMI-Ramsey) 0.000
Barnesville 10-May-96 0.000
Battle Lake Area 0.000
Becker Co.* 25-May-96 0.165 0.165
Benson 20-Sep-95 | 30-May-96 1.168 0.225 1.393
Big Stone Co. €.000
Brookston Area 5-Apr-96 26-Jun-96 0.021 0.820] 0.120 0.961
Bueckers #1 23-Sep-94 1.749 0.644 0.305 2.698
Bueckers #2 23-Sep-94 0.000/
Carlton Co. #2 0.000
Carlton Co. South 0.00"
Cass Co. (L-R) 0.000
Cass Co. (W-H) 0.000
Chippewa Co. 0.000
Cook Area 8-Mar-96 10-Jun-96 0.479 0.771 0.120 1.370
Cotton Area 5-Apr-96 26-Jun-96 0.532 0.647 0.405 1.583
Crosby 0.000
Crosby Am. Prop.' 0.748 0.555 1.303
Dakhue' 2767 1.209 0.535 4511
Dodge Co. 1.090 1.09,
East Bethel 11-Oct-95 31-Oct-95 2.991 11.201 0.515 14.707
East Mesaba 15-Feb-96 10-Jun-96 0.990 1.200 2,190
Eighty Acre 9-Nov-95 28-Mar-96 0.8 0.467 0.060 1.305
Faribault Co. 10-Jun-96 0.000
Fifty Lakes Modified 0.000
Floodwood S-Apr-96 26-Jun-96 0.033 0.532 0.090 0.655
Flying Cloud 0 0.000
Freeway 0 000
French Lake’ 12-Jul-96 0.125 0.125
Geisler's 0.000
Gofer 18-Jun-96 13-Jun-96 0.333 1.441 0.790 2.564
Goodhue Coop 0.000
Grand Rapids Area 24-Jun-96 0.000
Greenbush 27-Oct-95 16-Apr-96 0200 0.141 0.000 0.341
Hansen 17-Apr-96 16-Apr-96 0.426 0.786 0.286 1.498
Hibbing 19-Jun-96 0.000
Hickory Grove 0.000}
Highway 77 5-Apr-96 0.000f
Hopkins’® 19-Jun-96 0.154 0.154
Houston Co.’ 0.000




Appendix 3: Future Financial Obligations for the Closed Landfill Program as of July 1, 1996

Obligations (Millions of S)
Landfili Binding NOC Date Unpaid Closure/ | Post -Closure3 | Contingency Total
Agreement Reimbursement | Upgrade Action Obligations
Date to RPs & EPA
Hoyt Lakes 5-Apr-96 26-Jun-96 0.320 0.167 0.487
Hudson 7-Mar-96 10-Jun-96 0.488 0.279 0.767
Iron Range 19-Jun-96 0.000
Ironwood 0.000
Isanti/Chisago 3-Oct-95 31-Oct-95 0.219 0.798 4.905 0.330 6.252
Jackson Co. 16-Oct-95 5-Mar-96 0.999 0.335 1.334
Johnson Brothers 0.000
Karlstad 15-Dec-95 0.000]
Killian 0.000
Kluver 31-Oct-95 31-Oct-95 0.412 0.080 0.871 0.316 1.678
Koochiching Co. 0.000/
Korf Brothers® 1.850 1.850
Kummer 16-Oct-95 7-Nov-95 2213 0.798 5.686 0.345 9.041
La Grande' 0.558 0.208 0.766
Lake Co. 0.000}
Lake of the Woods Co. 27-Oct-95 18-Apr-96 0.067 0.720 0.270 1.057
Landfill Investors, Inc. 0.000
[Leech Lake 0.000
Lincoln Co.? 24-Nov-95 0.000
Lindala 0.000
Lindenfelser 0.000
Long Prairie 29-Aug-95 18-Jan-96 0.581 0.380 0.961
Louisville 0.000
Mahnomen Co. 27-0ct-95 0.000
Mankato 10-Jul-96 0.000
Maple 0.000
McKinley 0.000
Mecker Co. 15-Jul-96 0.000
Mille Lacs Co. 0.000
MN Sanitation Services 0.000
Murray Co. 24-Nov-95 5-Mar-96 1.186 0.255 1.441
Northome 0.000
Northwest Angle Iniet 27-Oct-95 18-Apr-96 0.159 0.269 0.030 0.458
Northwoods 19-Jun-96 24-Jun-96 0.958 0.849 0.180 1.987
Qak Grove 5-Mar-96 18-Apr-96 3.486 2.394 5.676 0.774 14.330
Olmsted Co. 10-Jul-95 27-0c¢t-95 1.691 2.394 9.546 0.792 14.423
Orr 5-Apr-96 26-Jun-96 0.591 0310 0.170 1.070!
Paynesville’ 10-Jun-96 0.650 6.050
Pickett 27-Sep-95 31-0Oct-95 0.236 1.791 0.557 2.584
Pine Lane 0.000
Pipestone Co. 5-Dec-95 20-Jun-96 0.175 0.780 0.400 1.355
Portage Modificd 5-Apr-96 26-Jun-96 0.000
Red Rock® 12-Oct-95 1.200 1.983 0.525 3.708
Redwood Co. 13-Jun-96 0.000
Rock Co. 0.000




Appendix 3: Future Financial Obligations for the Closed Landfill Program as of july 1, 1996

Obligations (Millions of §)
Landfill Binding NOC Date Unpaid Closure/ | Post -Closure3 | Contingency |  Total

Date to RPs & EPA o
Salol 26-Dec-95 ~ 0,000
Sauk Centre 3 l-Aug-95 27-0ct-95 0.181 0.000 1.022 0.285 1.488,
Sibley Co. 1-Dec-95 5-Mar-96 0.013 0.578 0.195 0.786
St. Augusta 31-Aug-95 2-May-96 0.499 3.192 1.418 0.720 5.829
Stevens Co. 0.000
Sun Prairie 0.000
Tellijohn 0.000
Vermilion Dam 5-Apr-96 26-Jun-96 0.000
Vermilion Modified 5-Apr-96 26-Jun-96 0.027 0.479 0.105 0.611
Wabasha Co. 0.000
Wadena® 18-Jan-96 0.046 0.046
Waseca Co. 15-Mar-96 0.000
Washington Co. 21-Nov-95 | 21-Nov-96 2.947 2.991 10.658 0.575 17.171
Watonwan Co. 0.000
WDE 27-0Oct-95 30-Oct-95 9.126 9.978 1.950 21.054
Woodlake 0.000
Yellow Medicine Co.* 17-Jul-96 0.050 0.050
TOTALS 59 37 28.959 23.424 84.520 15.376 152.279

1) NOC not issued, but State obligation through EPA Agreement, tax forfeiture or bankruptcy agreements.

2) NOC not issued, but State obligation through design/construction contract in anticipation of NOC.

3) Estimated costs fot 50-Year Post-Closure care.



